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conscious Impotence or by impotent arrogance pre-
tending to reason.)
CRITICAL SOLIPSISM
(a) (Prof. Abercrombie)
" There can be no ' aesthetic criticism' of Shake-
speare unless, like me, you believe that he either
wrote the whole Folio or is ' responsible ' for it. He
made himself responsible for the whole of every play
he modified or revised in the slightest degree. Any-
how, Heminge and Condell make him responsible.
Esthetic criticism consists in saying ' fine' or
f wretched/ just as you happen to be impressed/'
[To which we should add (b) the recent pronounce-
ment of Sir E. K. Chambers: " I am prepared to
accept some very poor work as Shakespeare's/7 It is
only fair to show that Professor Abercrombie has
some distinguished support. The dogmatic upshot is
this : " Shakespeare must not be disintegrated. But
he must be denigrated, in order to save the complex-
ions of the Mandarins/']
ANONYMOUS AUTHORITY
I. Article A in Times Literary Supplement)
" You can never reconcile the conflict of judg-
ments.   Let us then muddle on.   Fight a delaying
action.    Abuse plaintiff's attorney/*
2. (Article B in the same periodical)
" You will never find general acceptance for dis-